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Harbor residents worry about air's odor 
Schoggins noticed his two dead 
tri.es after a neighbor in the 
Bridge Harbor subdivision; point-, 
ed them out last month. ' ' 

It was the way th"eTrees looked 
in his yard — killed only on the 
eastern side — that was so odd, 
the three-year Redfish Lane resi­
dent said. 
. About the same time the trees 

changed color, Schoggins said he 
and family members started get­
ting "kind of sick," noticing symp­
toms varying from watery eyes to 
breathing problems. 

"I never have watery eyes," 
Schoggins said. 

Like some other year-round res­
idents along the section of the In-
tracoastal Canal, he is convinced 
the two incidents are related to 
chemical emissions from busi­
nesses in his area, only the latest 
in a series of industrial problems 
he has faced since moving to 
Bridge Harbor. 

"THE ODORS ARE getting out 
of hand," he said, noting that the 
symptoms are an ongoing prob­
lem. 

"I'm not trying to cause a 
stink," Schoggins said. "We just 
want to get this situation cor­
rected." 

Bob Casale, a real estate broker 
who has lived on Snapper Lane for 
seven years, said he and his wife 
Stella have been fighting the in­
dustry even longer. 

The latest incident has affected 
them in the same way as Schog­
gins, killing some of their trees 
and causing them to question what 
exactly it is they are breathing. 

"Something deadly came across 
the air," Casale said. "Where it 
came from, we don't know." 

It is not a first-time experience 
for Casale, who said he has ex­
pended a large amount of energy 
throughout the years calling local 
and state agencies, as well as 
businesses, to voice concerns 
about the air quality. 
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Bob Casale points out where barges carrying chemicals maneu­
ver through the Freeport Wiggle in the Intracoastal Waterway. 

were more noticeable two years 
ago, and started getting worse 
again just recently. He added that 
more people would complain, but 
only a handful live in Bridge Har­
bor year-round. 

Freeport Health Inspector Jo-
Ann Prnpfnr cniH sho vuas flu/nrp nf 

concerns and investigated the 
complaints earlier this week. 

Proctor said the visit was the 
first time she had ever been called 
to Bridge Harbor as a result of 
residents' request, adding that 
area companies consistently pass 
Hioip hoalfh incnppHnna 

Tm sure their 
complaints are 
valid. It is a difficult 
thing to pin down.' 

— Paul Hunt 
Environmental specialist 

She said she has never snielle 
any odors along that stretch of tli 
canal, and concluded the latest ii 
cident probably was the result of 
chemical cloud from one of th 
many barges going up and dow 
the waterway. 

"I'm sure their complaints ar 
valid," said Paul Hunt, an envi 
ronmental quality specialist fo 
the Texas Air Control Board. "1 
is a difficult thing to pin down:" 

HUNT SAID HE was at the sit 
Tuesday, and has responded I 
complaints in the past. 

"I have not pinpointed a sourc 
of any kind," he said. "I observe' 
no odors when I was out there tlia 
day." 

Like Proctor, he agrees the \v? 
terway movement, which is nc 
logged or closely monitorer 
seems like a valid source. 

"You get a lot of barge traffi 
down there," Hunt said, addiii 
residents were unable to describ 
the chemical odor, which made i 
that much more difficult to invcj 
tigate. 

"It's a very subjective type c 
determination," he said. "There' 
not really much to do." 

Neither Schoggins nor Casal 
plan to let the matter die easily 
though solutions seem limitcf 
Despite their concerns, iieilhc 
has any intention of leaving tli 
subdivision. 

"It's a beautiful place," Casal 
said, of life on the canal. "We ju? 
didn't know the problem's iie> 
door."A^ n A l l » 9 £ » 0 — 
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DATE: 10-10-88 

TO: Robby Blair, Keryl Walters and Earl Heath 

FROM: Jo-Ann Proctor 

Re: Nuisance odor at Bridge Harbor 

An Investigation of Mr. Casale'fl.epmplalnt revealed no odor, no eye irritating 
fumes and.no dead foliage. In Inveatlgating Fish Engineering, I discovered 
the work performed there was heavily regulated and all procedures were well 
documented, Mr. Tom Randolph, the Fabrication/Marine Manager was vety 
cooperative in showing .roe the entire dock facility and explaining what type 
of work took place there. He also explained the precautions taken regarding 
safety and steps to not inconvenience Mr, Casale, He supplied me with 
safety reports .to read from numerous local. State and Federal agencies. 
He also gave me a copy of one of their Marine Chemist Certificates (see 
attached) which is Issued prior to work being done on each barge. He 
explained he had experienced many complaints from Mr. Casale ^nd Fish 
Engineering had gone to great lengths to alleviate Mr, Casale's fears. 
When he complained of a bad odor. Fish added a cherry-'Vanilla fragrance 
but Mr. Casale continued to complain on the basis of in his opinion, any 
chemical which had an odor was toxic. 

Since Hr. Randolph is well aware of Mr, Casale's presence, it is policy 
not to open barge tanks which might release obnoxious of toxic fumes when the wli 
Is blowing from the North-Eaat which could possibly carry the fumes over 
Mr. Casale's property. According to Mr. Randolph's records there had 
been no tanks opened on the date and time which Mr. Casale was complaining. 
Furthermore, Jira Mueth of the U.S, Coast Cuard/Marlne Safety Division, 
liad been present on the Fish Engineering dock from approximately 10:AO AM 
until 4:00 PM on October 7, 1988 and had not noted any odor, Mr, Randolph 
did not feel his dock had been the source of any nuisance odors or toxic 
fumes that date. 

Today I received a call from Paul Hunt with the Texas Air Control Board. 
He will be in my office tomorrow morning. He would like for me to accompany 
him on an investigation of Mr. Casale's complaint. I would appreciate 
any further instructions you may have. 

Sincerely, 

Jo~Ann Proctor, 
Health Inspector 

JAPrsaa 
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Investigator's Comments BL-0016-H 
Fish Engineering, Inc. (FE) 10/11/88 
Freeport, Brazoria County Page 4 
Investigation No. 334254A 

Subject: Complaint 078800284 was received by the Region 7 office at 
10:15 a.m. on October 7, 1988. It was also referred to our office by 
City of Freeport health inspector Ms. Jo Ann Proctor at 11:00 a.m. the 
same day. The complaint alleged nuisance odor from the release of 
chemicals at Fish Engineering, a barge cleaning operation. The release 
was alleged to have occurred in the early morning hours of October 7 and 
continued until the time of the report. The complainants alleged that 
the odors caused difficulty in breathing. Paul Hunt conducted the 
investigation. 

Investigative Findings: I met Ms. Jo Ann Proctor at her office in 
Freeport on the morning of October 11, 1988, at 9:30 a.m. We discussed 
the complaint, and what action she had taken. Next, we interviewed the 
two complainants, surveyed the area for possible odor sources, and 
interviewed the manager of Fish Engineering. This complaint centers 
around two small subdivisions on the barge canal in Freeport, Brazoria 
County. Both subdivisions are accessible from Marlin Avenue near the end 
of SH 332 at its intersection with the Intracoastal Canal (ICC). Nearest 
SH 332 is the Bridge Harbor residential subdivision, which is where the 
complainants live. Adjacent to Bridge Harbor on the east is a commercial 
subdivision which is the location of the alleged source of odors. Fish 
Engineering, Inc. (see map attached). The complainants' residences 
appear to be located approximately 1000 ft. from Fish Engineering. 

On the morning the complaints were phoned in, Ms. Proctor interviewed one 
of the complainants and Mr. Tom Randolph, Manager, Fish Engineering. She 
did not observe any odor at that time and referred the complaint to our 
office. 

During this investigation I found no nuisance odors and no sources of 
odors. Both complainants had basically the same story about the effect 
of the alleged odors. They said that Fish Engineering opens the hatches 
on barges at night and releases harmful chemical odors to the air. They 
also said that barges with open hatches come down the canal and cause 
odors. They alleged that the odors caused eye,ear, nose, throat, and 
breathing problems. Both complainants showed us damaged trees and 
shrubs, on the east side of which the leaves were burned. The damage, 
they said, must have occurred sometime in late August or early September, 
both complainants requested that the TACB force Fish Engineering and the 
barge traffic to keep the hatches closed. Also, they requested that Fish 
Engineering be permanently restrained from opening barges. I explained 
that FE had been operating at that location for at least 15 years and 
that our office had conducted a compliance investigation in May, 1987, 
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Investigator's Comments BL-0016-H 
Fish Engineering, Inc. (FE) 10/11/88 
Freeport, Brazoria County Page 5 
Investigation No. 334254A , 

and the facility was found to be operating in apparent compliance with 
all rules and regulations. However, since there had been previous 
complaints, I said I would conduct another compliance investigation. 

Ms. Proctor and I surveyed the commercial area east of FE. I found no 
sources of odors but I did find a residential area on the other side of 
FE. In this one street subdivision there was evidence that some of the 
plants had been burned on the west side, indicating that an emission 
point between the two areas may have caused the damage. The next 
observation is that FE lies between the two areas of burned foliage. 
However, there is no evidence that FE had a release which may have caused 
the damage. An exact date is not known and FE reported no upset 
conditions during the approximate time period given for the damage. 

We met with Mr. Tom Randolph at 1:45 p.m. and discussed the complaint. 
Mr. Randolph said FE had no releases in recent years. He said that 
barges do not travel with the hatches open but they do emit some odors 
because of the vents. FE has been trying to accommodate the complainants 
for the past 18 months. He said that FE now conducts no barge cleaning 
operations prior to 8:00 a.m. and is finished by dark. Also, anytime the 
wind is or might be in a direction which would carry odors towards Bridge 
Harbor FE will not open a hatch. 

I asked Mr. Randolph other questions concerning permits and applicable 
TACB rules and regulations. FE's compliance status will be addressed 
through another investigation and "comments". 

The results of this investigation have been discussed with the 
complainants and with Ms. Proctor. 

Conclusion: As a result of this investigation into complaint no. 
u/b«UUiib4, nuisance odors were not observed. An investigation will be 
conducted to determined the status of Fish Engineering's compliance with 
applicable Board rules and regulations. 

f^^g^ ]Myrn^ 

Paul Hunt ff'~7''<SS' 
Environmental Quality Specialist 
Region 7 
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